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REGULAR MEETTING:

MR. ARGENIO: T'd 1like to call the Wednesday, March 24,
2010 meeting of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board
to order. Please stand for the Pledge of Allegiance.

(Whereupon, the Pledge of Allegiance was
recited. )
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MR. ARGENIO: We're going to get going because we have
a lot to get tTo. Jennifer is not here yet nor is Danny
but we do have a lot going on. I'd like to welcome
Harry Ferguscn, he's the new alternate sitting in next
to Jennifer. He's golng to listen and pay attention
heoepefully and he's the guy, he's the new guy.

Everybody was in that seat at one point in time or
anocther.

RPFROVAL COF MINUTES DATED 2/24/10

ME. ARGENIO: First order of business I'd like to, if
anvybody sees fit, I'll accept a motion that we accept
the minutes dated February 24, 2010 and sent ocut via
e-mail on March 4, 2010 as written.

MER. SCHLESINGER: S0 moved.
ME. GALLAGHER: Second 1t.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded we
accept those as written.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHEIBLE AYE
ME. BROWN AYE
ME. GALLAGHER AYE

ME. SCHLESINGER AYE
ME. ARGENIO AYE
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

THE_GROVE AT NEW WINDSOR (09-22)

MR. ARGENIO: First item on tonight's agenda is the
puklic hearing for The Grove at New Windsor. The
applicant proposes 22 new zero lot line lots on the
approved Grove gite plan project to establish townhomes
with related property lots. The plan was previously
reviewed at the 15 July, 2009 and 24 February, 2010
planning board meetings. What say you this evening,
2ir? What we'll do is we'll give the engineer a chance
to tell us what changes he's made and update us cn
anything that's pertinent. Then we'll open it up to
the public for any comments and then turn it back over
to the board. Go ahead, sir.

MR. DATES: My name 1s Justin Dates from Maser
Consulting. I represent the applicant for The Grove at
New Windscr and ocur PUD application. What the
applicant i1s locking to do is like the chairman has
stated he's going to 22 fee simple lots for 22 lots
along Hawthorne Way which currently aren't constructed.
The construction is right now alcong Balsam Drive,
there's five units total to date as well as the
clubhouse and the amenities. What they're going to
lock to do is the current ownership is under
condominium association, they'd like to have 22 fee
gimple lots which opens up FHA financing to potentizal
owners so it makes it a little more salable in today's
market. They're alsc locking to create based on the
condo association has established conde 1 and condo 2
and a subdivision along Hawthorne Way which would split
the entire site into two separate lots as well as a
proposed lot for the rec area and the clubhouse. Alsc
for the application there's a booster pump station down
on Hudson Valley Avenue which would be carved out as a
dedication lot to the Town of New Windsor. Since the
last planning bocard meeting, the planning board counsel
requested copies of the HOA and conde documents that
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were created for the develcpment before, we'll forward
them over to him for review.

MR. ARGENIO: Okay. ©On the 9%th day c<f March, 2010,
Nicole compared 12 addressed envelopes containing the
public hearing pertinent to the application with the
list provided toc her by the assessor's office. Those
notices went out and the appropriate people were
notified of the public hearing this evening. If
anvbody would like to comment on this application,
please raise your hand and be recognized, vyvou'll be
afforded the opportunity to comment. Yes, sir, stand
up, come forward, give your name and address to this
stenographer.

MR. VISCCONTI: Hi, Joseph Visconti, 923 Balsam Drive, I
live in The Grove. My question is I'm not sure how
this i1s going to affect the resgidents that are there at
this point. Are we making the whole development
smaller or are they proposing to cut the lots in half?
I didn't know i1f it was goling to affect me or any other
residents in ancther way.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Answer the guestion.

MR. DATES: No, the original plan was approved back in
2006, none of the site design is being changed, no more
units are being--

MR. ARGENIO: You know what might be helpful, if I can
interrupt for a second, 1f vou can point out sbout
where vyour condo is there.

MRE. VISCONTI: TI'm right there, that's my unit right
here.

MR. ARGENIO: Go ahead, c=ir.

MR. DATES: So none of the, there isn't a reduction in
units cor increase, the original approval is noct being
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changed, they're Jjust looking to subkdivide to create
new lot lines for these units which aren't constructed.

MR, VISCCONTI: But they're =2till planning to build the
exact?

MR. DATES: Correct.

MR. VISCONTI: T got information that they were not
going to build any of those and they may turn this into
a recreation area but T could be totally misinformed.

MR. DATES: No, as of right now, the full development
ig still anticipated.

MR. VISCCONTI: So the existing lots are not going to be
changed as far as the buildings are concerned?

MR. DATES: Right now it's one single lot, there would
be individual lots for all these units themselves so
they would be individual tax lots. The remainder of
the units would stay as is.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Sir, your unit will remain as it is where
it is as your neighbors' units will and quite frankly,
these units that the engineer is describing they'll
also from a superficial point of view remain the same,
this lot line change is cnly that, it changes property
lines, no more, no less.

MR. VISCCNTI: Thank vou very much, appreciate 1it.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Anvbody else have any questions or
comments they'd like to make on this application? Yes,
ma'am, please come forward. Your name and address for
the benefit of the stencgrapher?

MS. ROSCOE: Hi, Elaine Roscoe, 412 Balsam Drive.

MRE. ARGENTIO: What can we do for you, Miss Roscoe?
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M3, ROSCCOE: Is that going to change like the amounts
of the home association fees and like the new people or
the new buildings that are going to come in is it still
goling to ke an association?

MRE. ARGENIO: Mr. Engineer?

ME. DATES: Yes, they would be a, the association
that's been set up for the entire development would
still be intact and they would still be paying into
that asscciation. Fee difference I'm not sure where
they're at, T don't want to say it could go down or up
but they would ke pavying into maintaining all of the
common areas.

MR. ARGENIO: Prchably something vou should ke keyed
into, it would seem to me this is a puklic hearing, vyou
certainly didn't expect people not to show up.

MR. DATES: No, of course not.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Tt's a perfectly reascnable question.

MRE. DATES: But they would still be paying into the
association similar to yourself.

M3. ROSCOE: So, it's, everything is geing to stay the
gsame? It's just the property lines, that's what you're

talking akbout?

MR. DATES: Correct, creating individual lots for these
units here, this is Hawthorne Way, here's Balsam.

MS. ROSCOE: So-—
MRE. DATES: So just these two.

MS. ROSCOE: What happens to all the rest? They're
still going to be those?
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MR. DATES: They're proposing to build those and they
would stay as per the original plan.

M3, ROSCCE: So why are they just changing them?

MRE. DATES: Tt makes some financing available to
potential buyers and they're trying to increase the
sales to get some more units constructed.

MS. ROSCOE: Thank vyou.

MR. ARGENIO: Thank vou, ma'am. Anybody else? Dan?
MR. GALLAGHER: Close the public hearing.

ME. BROWN: Second it.

ME. ARGENIO: Motion hag been made and seconded we
close the pubklic hearing.

MR. CORDISCO: Before that--

MR. ARGENTIO: Okay, okay. Motion has been made and the
motion has been seconded. Dominic, go ahead.

MR. CORDISCO: You'll see before you that I have
prepared a memo, Mr. Dates has been helpful since the
last meeting when the issue regarding the impact of
this applicaticon and how it relates to the existing
condominium would be addressed. Mr. Dates has keen
very helpful, he has provided us a copy of the 2008
condominium documents that were created for the
original approvals. However, in reviewing those, they
raise a number of guestions that I have that I think
are significant that are legal issues regarding the
ownership and the relaticnship between these new
subdivided lots and the existing condominium lots. T
think that the document itself appears to have a number
of errors in it. The plans that are attached to that
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document show that there are going to ke two
condominium areas and the existing condominium and the
buildings that are already up are called condo area 1
but this area that's going to have subdivided lots is
in an area called condo area 2. The document itself
that sets out the rights and ckligations of everyone
that lives there refers solely to conde area 1 so it is
not clear at all that anyone that's going to be in the
subdivisicon area is going to have the cbligation and
resgponsibilities to participate in the maintenance of
all the common areas and how that's going to be
addressed and paid for. So I think that those are open
issues and they're significant open issues that have to
be addressed in any event before the board proceeds to
approval. I'm hesitant for the board at this point to
close the public hearing because as vou know that
starts a time clock of 62 days for vou to consider and
grant final approval, if vou don't grant final approval
within 62 days, the applicant is entitled to a default
approval in that case in which case these answers or
these gquestions may not be answered. Given that, it
would be my recommendaticon at this peoint to keep the
pukblic hearing open.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Unless the applicant waives the 62 days.
MR. CORDISCO: The applicant and if Mr. Dates has the
authority to bind the applicant he can waive the 62
days. I would prefer that that would ke in writing

from the applicant however.

MR. ARGENIO: You represent yourself as having that
authority?

ME. DATES: No, sir.

MRE. ARGENTIO: You don't represent as having that
authority?

MRE. DATES: Well, TI'd like to have the applicant's
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attorney speak with counsel about--

MR. ARGENIO: We're going to leave the public hearing
open then.

MR. DATES: That's fine, I think what he's brought up
should be discussed.

MR. CORDISCO: And in all fairness, these are legal
igsues that the applicant's attorney should be
re-visiting with us and in addition at a minimum it
appears that the existing condominium deocument needs to
be revised just so the board is aware that that
requires approval by the Attorney General's office so
there is a process there. We prepared a memo which
we'll provide a copy to Justin along with the technical
comments on the plans so they can understand what the
isgsues are here and these are fairly significant
because when vou're dealing with the condominium it's
really one entity, vou know, the people who came up
here and spoke tonight they own shares in that
condominium which is cne entity so it's one lot owner
and what they're proposing to do here and it's
perfectly normal for them to propose it is to create
individual lots for the person who occupies a
particular unit will own that individual lot in fee,
the same way somebody owns, you own your homes. But
what's left unanswered, however, 1s there are common
areas, there are sidewalks, there are streets, there
are roofs, there's utilities, how those are maintained
by these new owners is not at all clear from the
exlisting documente and it's something that we need to
nail down because otherwise, scmebody else is going to
be left holding the bag.

MRE. ARGENTIO: T think I'm ckay with all of that. That
said, Danny, if you see fit to make a motion that we

table this public hearing and leave it open.

MR. GALLAGHER: I'd like to make a motion that we leave
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the public hearing open at this time.
ME. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

ME. ARGENIO: Motion hasg been made and seconded.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHEIBLE AYE
ME. BROWN AYE
MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE

MR. ARGENIO: This is important stuff that he's talking
about and if you remember, I questicned the wisdom of
pealing that recreation line ocut, I certainly would
hate to =see that go for taxes at a later date, that's
something you guys might want to consider but in the
meantime, the document needs to be in a level of
fitness that will satisfy our attorney, we're not
there.

ME. DATES: Understood.
MR. ARGENIO: What else can I do for you?

MR. DATES: We'll get in touch with Dominic and see
what we can do to clear that up.

MR. ARGENIO: You guys have anvyvthing else you want to
comment? Danny? Howard?

MR. SCHEIBLE: T agree with what you just recommended
and I drove up through there and I walked the area a
little bit and T cannot understand the separation of
this recreation area from the entire area there, T just
don't understand it. And until ocur legal can come up
with a reasoning behind all this and your legal then
I'd be more satisfied but at the moment right now IT'm
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not satisfied with the separation.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I just wanted to say there were two
people that voliced some sort of concern at the public
hearing and cone lady in the back vyvou walked away, vou
asked a questicon but from my point of view, both of
yvour ccocncerns and both of your questions were very
significant and T think what we're doing here now we
have the same concerns that vou do and T want you to
know that even though you walked away and =said ckavy,
we're not saying ckay and T just want you to understand
what we're proceeding with what we're doing.

MR. DATES: I did jot those down.

MR. ARGENIO: Thank vou for coming in. Dominic, get a
lock at the document, let's get it squared away, okay?

MR. CORDISCO: Fair encugh.
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REGULAR ITEMS:

NEW _WINDSOR SENIOR SITE PLAN AMENDMENT ({10-086)

MRE. ARGENTIO: Next regular item, next on tonight's
agenda 1s New Windsor Senicr site plan amendment on
Route 32, this is a ZBA referral. I see Mr. Mandelbaum
here and his esteemed associate.

MR. EWALD: Travis Ewald from Pietrzak and Pfau doing
the surveying, this project was approved in 2008 for 91
total units. That being 90 affordakle housing units
and one superintendent's unit with variances granted to
allow for 25 units per acre and a reduction in the
nurmber of parking spaces.

MR. ARGENIO: That's not what I have here, I have here
that a variance was granted tTo increase the number of
units from €6 to 91, is that not correct?

MR. EWALD: That's correct.
MR. ARGENTIO: Ckay.

MRE. EWALD: The unit count was 25 units per acre. And
the total number of parking spaces was 66. We're
proposing two additiconal units and two additional
parking spaces. The overall gite density would not
change as the coriginal approval rounds up to 25 units
per acre, it was 24 point and change what we're
proposing.

MR. ARGENIO: That's not the way it's written but
that's okay.

MR. EWALD: What we're proposing is similar site
density of which rounds it up is 25 units per acre.

MR. ARGENIO: Got it.
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MR. EWALD: And the density of parking spaces per unit
iz, would be slightly greater than what was originally
approved. We're not proposing any modificstion to the
gite with the exception of two additional units, tTwo
additional units inside the building, the building will
not change in the extericr dimensions and the only site
changes that we're proposing is two additicnal parking
spaces.

MR. ARGENIO: I'm listening.

MRE. MANDELBAUM: Tet me fill you in a little bit more
about where the two units came about. On the original
plan that we submitted to the building department those
particular units showed storage one sbove each other
and the identical size and shape to the unit that is
exlisting in the building so we had an overwhelming
applicaticon, we're full, =0 we have decided that since
we have plenty of storage in the building of course
there's a lot of, because of the response we received
we decided to get these units finished, they're not
occupied at all, they're empty until such time that we
get approval from this bocard so we have more pecple
than we have units.

MR. ARGENIO: Are you a hundred percent rented?
MR. MANDELBAUM: A hundred percent.

MR. ARGENIO: I got & nice letter from a lady as
evervbody knows.

MR. MANDELBAUM: Only one?

MR. ARGENIO: I did get a couple but I got a particular
letter from a particular woman who was actually my
tutor from eighth grade, she didn't remember me or know
from Adam but she sent a beautiful letter to the
Chairman of the Planning Board saying thank you for
approving this project, so happy I can still live in
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New Windsor and I don't have to move to another
community, et cetera which was nice.

ME. MANDELBAUM: Well, that's the reason we do this,
try to keep people in the community, that's the whole
intention.

MR. ARGENTIO: Yeah, let's loock at this whole thing, T
mean, this is two units in this facility, couple pages
in on vour comments yvou'll see we have Amber Grove
that's also Mr. Mandelbaum's applicaticn, it's my
understanding, and that's response to what's out there,
there's a demand, an cutcry for places to live for
seniors, places they can afford.

MR. VISCONTI: We have over 300 names for 91 apartments
and all from local community, we did not advertise at
all.

MR. ARGENIO: Do you guys have anything? I don't have
to ask you, I know what vyvou're going to say. I said my
pilece, I'm not going to beat it to death, what he's
here for tonight is to get recommended to the ZBAR for
them to make a determinaticn on whether he should get
those extra two units or not and they'll make that
determination. But is there any, this is pretty
straightforward.

ME. EDSALL: Just one ncte for the receord if it was a
conventional senior housing project, the inside storage
igsue is a code related issue. Because it was totally
affordable, that particular classification under the
law doesn't require the storage that they provided as
an extra item and obhviously for the demand now they're
taking those tTwo spaces that were--

MR. ARGENIO: So we don't have a code issue?

MRE. EDSALL: The conly issue is the additicnal units and
in doing so, the zoning board will recognize that for
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each of the two units added thevy're not increasing the
non-conformity for parking, they are in fact providing
spaces for each of those.

ME. MANDELBAUM: Correct.

MR. ARGENIO: You got that? Go ahead.

MR. EDSALL: That's it.

MR. SCHEIBLE: How's the parking situation presently in
this, is there enough roocm?

MR. MANDELBAUM: So far, we have encugh room, mcre
people will be moving in April lst to the next
building.

MR. SCHEIBLE: Do yvou have encugh room to handle
everyone?

MR. MANDELBAUM: We have mcre room for cars and every
person that moves in we don't know if they have a car
or not. As of today, I can tell vyvou for the new
building there are more spaces than cars.

MRE. BROWN: Right now?

ME. MANDELBAUM: Right now.

MR. BROWN: After everyone has moved in?

MR. MANDELBAUM: When they move in April 1st we'll have
more spaces.

ME. BROWN: How many spaces now?
MRE. MANDELBAUM: Sixty-eight.

MRE. BROWN: There will be after this how many?
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MR. MANDELBAUM: Sixty-eight.

MR. ARGENIO: The unit count would go from 91 to 93 so
what he's talking about is two units and remember what
we're here for tonight, guys, we're here to recommend
this to the zoning board and they'll do their bit and
then he'll come back here.

MRE. MANDELBAUM: Most people with the 30 percent income
do not have a car.

MR. ARGENIO: T would think that would be a reasonable
statement. Dan?

MR. GALLAGHER: No, I have nothing but positive things.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I'1ll make a motlon to declare the

application incomplete. I alsc have many positive
things. I'll make a motion that deems the application
incomplete.

MR. BROWN: Second it.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded. Roll
call.

ROLL CALL

ME. SCHEIBLE AYE
ME. BROWN AYE
ME. GALLAGHER AYE
ME. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE

MR. SCHLESINGER: I Jjust wanted to say, relterating
what you said, I've heard so many positive things about
it from the beginning, from the get-go we thought it
was a positive thing, T don't know what the zoning
board will do, T don't know how you meet the code and
everything but other than that, T would send this to
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the zoning board with a positive recommendation.

MR. MANDELBAUM: Thank vou.

MR. ARGENIO: This is a difficult spot, we've heard a
bit of noise about the parking from credible people but
IT've driven in there myself couple of times, T have to
tell you to be frank with vou T see spots available.
MR. MANDELBAUM: I can tell you that--

MRE. ARGENTIO: Cocuple of times that T drove by there it
wasn't a mob scene with pecple parking up and down the

road, that's what I saw.

MR. MANDELBAUM: Evervbody wants to park next to the
front door, they don't want to walk 25 feet, that T
can't help.

MR. ARGENIO: They're not fit like vou.

MR. MANDELBAUM: Some of them can dance arcund both of
us.

MRE. ARGENTIO: You've been referred to the zoning board
at this point in time with what T think is a positive
spin from the planning beoard. Good luck to you.

MR. MANDELBAUM: Thank vou.

MR. EWALD: Thank vou very much.
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AMBER GROVE SUBDIVISION (10-03)

ME. ARGENIO: Amber Grove subdivision.

Travis Ewald from Pietrzak and Pfau appeared before the
board for this proposal.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Next on tonight's agenda is RAmber Grove
subkdivision on Route 94 and Forge Hill Road. It's a
two lot subdivision of 46 plus acre parcel. The
application proposes two lot subdivisicon of 46 acre
parcel at the corner of 94 and Forge Hill Road. The
plan was reviewed on a concept basis only. Now we're
goling to loock at this plan here tonight but let's keep
in mind that there are two applicaticns here, it's this
one and the one that's going to come after it. The
meat on this application is on the second application
but from a procedural point of view, we have to lock at
it as two separate items. Go zhead, guys.

MR. EWALD: We're proposing a two lot minor subdivision
on the parcel that was now or formally the St. Helena
Church alcng New York State Route 94 and Forge Hill
Road. What we propose to do is subdivide off a five
acre parcel right at the intersecticn to provide for
space for affordable senior housing. We have provided,
it's in the R-4 zone, we have provided bulk tables for
a place of worship under this zone and for a total
affordable senior housing facility for the smaller five
acre lot. Both proposed parcels exceed drastically all
the required bulk requirements.

MR. ARGENIO: As I sald earlier, the meat of this
package is the second application which is the
subdivisicn or the site plan application so if we're
gonna talk about the public hearing which T think we
should being talking about T think we should be talking
about it for the next application cause that's where
the meat is. Dominic?
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MR. EDSALL: We're just trying to discuss the timing of
the public hearing and Jjust conferring with counsel
that procedurally that occurs after the initial
referral over to the Town Board.

MR. ARGENIO: Well speak about it, that's exactly what
T was going to ask you about.

ME. EDSALL: Want me to continue?
MR. ARGENIO: Yes, procedurally.

MRE. EDSALL: TI'm going to mix the two together because
functionally the subdivision is just a formality
effectively because as vyou said, the meat i1is the site
plan and I'm assuming that vou're going to want to join
them for SEQRA. With that in mind for the total
project including the senior housing, vou have to once
that's deemed as a complete application and suitably
complete so that vou can refer it out it goes to Orange
County Planning, vou do vour lead agency circulation
and you send it to the Town Board.

MRE. ARGENTIO: When it goes to Orange County Planning
don't these two go together?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, we'll send this as two actions or one
action on SEQRA, two applicaticns, a subdivision and a

gite plan.

MR. CORDISCO: Correct, the county would receive both
gsets of planse.

MR. ARGENIO: In the same envelope?
MR. EDSALL: Yes, we'll send them together.
MR. CORDISCO: Save the postage.

ME. EDSALL: Every penny counts.
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MR. ARGENIO: Is that alright? Go shead, Mark.

MR. EDSALL: So the bottom line is that as you'll see
in my next set of comments for the site plan really the
igsue is 1s there additional information vou want added
to the plans so that it's complete. And there's a
couple things they need to give us so that you can then
circulate for lead agency, send it to the county
planning and send it to the Town Board with the board's
consensus on appropriate location and keing a complete
application. So again merging the two subdivision and
site plan, that's your next activity.

MR. ARGENIO: Let me get ahead of myself a little bit.
The five pages Mark it would seem Lo me that most of
this technical list that I've not gone through that I
quite frankly don't care to go through.

MR. EDSALL: And vyou cshouldn't.

MR. ARGENTIO: Mocst of this technical 1ist should be
remedied before this gets circulated, wouldn't vyou
think?

MR. EDSALL: For site plan?
MRE. ARGENIO: Yes.

MR. EDSALL: As I menticned in our discussions earlier
once they start reviewing the plans if I found
something that needs to be cleaned up, I made the list
because my idea is that if T can help them get plans as
near complete early we save the troukle later. T would
gay that prcbakly a third of the comments on the
technical review for the site plan really should be
taken care of when it goes to the county because it
will save them from asking gquestions, make the review
quicker i1if you can knock off the majority so much the
better. Tt makes it more complete when it goes to the
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Town Board so I won't say all of them are important now
but a lot of them are pretty darn easy just to fix.

MR. ARGENIO: ILet's get this reset a little bit back on
to the subdivision, vou guys are locking at a
sukdivision plan. We're going to need to circulate for
lead agency, Mark, is that right on this?

MRE. EDSALL: We're going to if acceptable to the board
and counsel we'll do 1t as a single action being
subdivisicon and site plan.

MR. CORDISCO: Correct.

MR. EDSALL: So yes we'll circulate lead agency but
again my recommendation is vou don't send 1t to the
county and don't do lead agency until one round of
corrections are made so the plans are that much better.

MR. EWALD: To ke guite frank since we have submitted
the plans we have been diligently working on the design
of the project, we want to get the initial submission
to the beoard so we can get any comments on just the
conceptual location of certain items, parking,
building.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Sc what you're saying you know the plans
are somewhat deficient?

ME. EWALD: The ones that have been submitted. Since
then, we have done hydrant testing, we have designed
the hydrant, sewer, storm water, developing full storm
water pollution prevention plan.

MR. ARGENIO: Just hold it and if vyou guys have any
questions, just jump in, please, okay, Mark so on the
subdivisicon application and the subdivision application
only, what else, what do we need to do tonight on that
application? Can't we Just go to the site plan and
talk about the site plan and if we're going to
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circulate the subdivision's included?

MR. EDSALL: Locking at my comments, the comments are
very minocr in nature for the subdivision, I'd say move
on to the site plan.

MRE. ARGENTIO: Okay, that's what I'm trying to get to.
So turn to the next Amber Grove senior site plan.
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AMBER _GROVE SENIOR SITE PLAN ({10-07)

MR. ARGENIO: Okay, vou want to tell us what vyou're
doing herev?

MRE. EWALD: We're proposing B4 totally affordable
senior housing units on approximately five acres with
one additional superintendent's unit. We're proposing
to exceed the reguired zoning for one parking space per
unit T believe it would be on the current design is B9
units total spaces for a total of 85 units. We're
proposing access off Forge Hill Road slightly south
east of the entrance for the Fort Knox. We're
progposing a pedestrian access across New York State
Route 94 con the north east side of the intersection and
then again across Forge Hill Road connecting into the
gidewalk system that's at the intersection of 94 and
Forge Hill.

MR. ARGENIO: Mr. Mandellbaum, I believe vyou're in a
historical district.

MR. MANDELBAUM: I don't know.

MRE. ARGENTIO: T think you are and the reascn I say that
is vou menticned Knox's Headquarters, T got a letter
from the Palisades Interstate Park Commission here and
I'm not going to read the whole thing but I'm going to
give vyou, we respectfully request Lo be included in the
list of interested agencies for this project, we manage
Knox Headgquarters, it's a state historic site, it's
adjacent to the project and we're requesting the

opportunity to review and comment. Now, they want to
review and comment but there's a timeframe on that too,
their time to comment. Go ahead, sir.

MR. EWALD: We're proposing the water service for the
building to connect into the existing, T believe it's a
10 inch water main which is located on the northern
side of Route 94 and what we're proposing is sewer
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service to connect into the existing sewer that runs
along Forge Hill Road. We'll provide for storm water
treatment on tThe southeastern porticon of the lot which
will discharge into the existing roadside swale.

MR. ARGENIO: Going to open cut 94, are they golng to
make you drill?

MR. EWALD: Depends on what the DOT says.
MR. MANDELBAUM: We'll leave that to the DOT.

MRE. ARGENTIO: T want to read this, the application
appears to include all items, all items with the
exception of the narrative and the unit data table,
these should be added as part of the next submittal.
That's Mark's comments. Quantity of bedrocoms this is
me speaking now, not reading from Mark's comments, the
amenities vou're offering, the unit count, if vou have
any community rooms or common areas that should be
annunciated in that narrative.

MR. SCHEIBLE: T locok at this as prckhably one of the
most visible and desirable pieces of property in New
Windsor because of the visibility. TI'm glad Knox
Headguarters, these people sent in that little blurbk to
vou that somehow, some way the architecture blends in
with the neighborhood somehow to enhance it, make it
lock more not as a bunch of buildings sticking up in
the air but so it locks a little bit more enhancible
(gic.) to the surrounding area.

MR. MANDELBAUM: T don't know if you have an
architectural review board.

MR. ARGENTIO: Right here.

MRE. MANDELBAUM: We can work with you with colors and
things 1like that.
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MR. ARGENIO: Yeah, I think that Henry brings up a good
point, 1if vou guys would consider doing some kind of
rendering so we can see what kind of colors and
finishes vou're usging. And I don't want vyou to think
that vyou're being singled ocut. Typically, if we have a
building of anvy consequence that's going to go up
anywhere in that 300, Route 300 corrideor we would
require or we have required them to submit to us some
kind of a rendering.

MR. MANDELBAUM: We'll ke happy to do that.

MR. ARGENIO: You'wve been here before, there's nobody
here that's unreasonable, Jjust locking for something
that reascnably blends into the landscaping.

MR. MANDELBAUM: We'll do that and alsc what we'll do
we'll add as much landscaping between on both sides of
the road as much as the board requires.

MR. ARGENIO: You know what we're going tTo focus on.

MRE. EDSALL: Mr. Chairman, just T believe that not only
is the 300 corrider one of the historic zeones but I
believe Forge Hill on the zoning map is identified as
historic headguarter because of couple of the cultural
resources so really have to address it.

ME. ARGENIO: There used to be a mint down there, did
vou know that?

MR. MANDELBAUM: We bketter start digging.

MR. CORDISCO: As a result of it being not